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DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE:

The study area is part of Overstad (the study
area is approximately 10 ha and Overstad in
total is 34 ha). The Europan site is situated
within the parcelisation of the spatial main
structure and it borders the Noordhollands
Kanaal and the railway line. At the present
moment there are large industrial buildings
on the Vegro site. These buildings will be
demolished. The Noordhollands Kanaal is a
landscape element that creates space and
distance. The area along the railway line,
presently a hidden zone should change into
a location with good visibility from the train.
There are sources of noise, varying in
nature (including the railway), that demand a
creative solution.

THE JURY ABOUT ALKMAAR:

The Europan assignment for Alkmaar
contained exciting ingredients. An area
still dominated by industrial buildings is
predestined to be transformed into a
lively urban district with mixed functions.
Other interesting design ingredients
were the visual relationship with the
town centre — on the opposite side of the
Noordhollands Kanaal — and the need to
phase the transformation. This
combination of elements led the jury to
expect a wide variety of designs.

ALKMAAR: VEGROTERREIN

Study area: 10 ha
Intervention area; 2.4 ha

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse



Jury's Report Europan 8 entries for the Dutch sites in Alkmaar, Dordrecht, Enschede, Haarlem, Tilburg and Zwolle

ol
P ol | T
4 e S
% Nt b g
v

ALKMAAR:
MR 007

René Berbee
Marc Holvoet

FLOORPLARS

PRIZE
Post Industrialisation

(NL 1976)
(BE 1974)

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse

DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

The existing clear urban layout of the
study area is worth being preserved and
completed with new vistas towards the
canal. The building blocks are
composed of storehouses for living and
working. The north block covers the
intervention site. It consists of three
‘storehouses’: shed 1, 2 and 3. The
enterprises have their address at street
level; the dwellings can be entered via a
lifted square at the level of the second
floor.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

The jury were quick to agree on the
winner in Alkmaar. To begin with, Post
Industrialisation presents a crystal-clear
and well thought-out design with a
strong visual image. One of the plan’s
great strengths lies in its strategy: the
preservation of the existing plot layout
can be conceived as a statement to
begin building at once. This results in
housing blocks in varying dimensions
sharing a common design. The robust
appearance of the elaborated building
not only has a distinct identity, it fits in
well with its surroundings where
industrial premises predominate for the
time being.
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G151 —— i EE151
Poiderpark Hulswaand =y Poidemark Hulswaand

DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

Modern housing in a green setting and a
set of new canals. Along the railway a
glass screen at pedestrian’s level
protects from the noise. The layout and
the spreading of the programme
stimulate social interaction. Although the
building shows a univocal identity, it
contains many different units. Large and
deep balconies and extended terraces
serve as private gardens.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

ALKMAAR: RUNNER-UP The coherent system of Polderpark

Huiswaard creates the potential for a
i wide variety of housing blocks and
GX 151 POIderpark HU |Swaard urban spaces. Strong elements in the
proposal are the siting of the canals —
parallel with the Noordhollands Kanaal —
and the diagonals with their sight lines
towards the town centre. As long as the
designers can resist the temptation of an
excessive use of forms, it promises to
become a visually-interesting residential
area. The design is accompanied by a
well-considered story about public space
in which streets and water alternate —
though the jury has reservations about
the small dimensions of these.

Jeroen Tacx (NL 1966)

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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ALKMAAR:
AZ 123 OCP

Thomas Bernhardt (DE 1975)

John Zondaqg (NL 1967)

1INNOCcCC 13122111
TMazzuu113331:53

SPECIAL MENTION

DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

The building block is seen as an
organising device that is both univocal
and flexible. The plan proposes one
single identity for Overstad, with a clear
definition of the building block. The
blocks can be filled in on the basis of a
mixture of functions. The triplet public-
collective-private leads to a structure on
three levels: streets and building blocks,
finely-woven and the interweaving of
public and private spaces.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

In OCP compact construction volumes
are placed in a rigid system. The
varieties in the construction volumes
create diversity in the spaces between
the blocks. The intelligent concept of the
housing block has the power of an urban
prototype, with possibilities for flexibility
and transparency. But the jury also
raises objections that result in OCP not
qualifying for a prize. The concept does
not appear suitable for a phased
development. And if — as the designer
proposes — the whole of Overstad were
to be built according to this principle, it
would result in insufficient differentiation
in the public space.

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse



Jury's Report Europan 8 entries for the Dutch sites in Alkmaar, Dordrecht, Enschede, Haarlem, Tilburg and Zwolle 6

DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE:

The intervention area is entirely outside the
dikes. In the area, on both sides of a former
craneway, industrial artifacts in the form of
100 metre long concrete shipbuilding ramps
loom upwards, inclined, out of the river
where, under the influence of the tide, they
alter in length four times a day. Their
retention is the subject of a study. The
remaining development and vegetation will
be removed. Part of the development is still
to be acquired. The site is situated at the
entrance to the Kop van de Staart at the
Merwedestraat-Maasstraat junction.

THE JURY ABOUT DORDRECHT:

The participants who had opted for
Dordrecht faced a difficult assignment:
to make a plan for a site the context of
which (namely, the urban plan for the
adjacent area) was only made known
during the competition period. The future
of the area to the east of the site is also
uncertain. It was therefore not surprising
that many entries had an autonomous
character and chiefly focused on the
most important quality of the site: the
splendid location on the river Merwede.

DORDRECHT: STADSHELLINGEN

Study area: 7 ha
Intervention area: 0,8 ha

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

A proposal for a new urban strip along
the riverbanks, resulting in an ‘urban
barcode’. The basic element of the
design for the intervention site is a deck
that also covers the former shipyard.
Incisions and inclinations in the deck
create spaces for the public programme.
The bookend-shaped building rests
upon a support structure on the eastern
part of the deck. Both in the horizontal
and in the vertical slab voids are cut out,
setting the conditions for various
dwelling types.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

DORDRECHT PRlZE In Checkpoint the jury encounters a

fascinating contrast between the
i platform with its incisions, ramps and

XS 078 CheCprInt diagonals, and the simple, angular
construction volume with housing above.
The equally intelligent and complicated
spatial organisation of the public
functions in the platform results in an
attractive and differentiated public area.
The jury concludes that the architectural
image is only represented
diagrammatically. Because of the simple
form of the vertical elevation, the
architecture of facades will require
extremely refined and detailed

Wouter van Alebeek (NL1977) elaboration.
Joost van Noort (NL 1978)

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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DORDRECHT: RUNNER-UP
NS 366 Stretch 'n Squeeze

Nicole Schnelle (DE 1972)
Saxon-Lear Duckworth (GB 1980)

DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

The shape of the building is the outcome
of stretching (to extend the facades) and
subsequently squeezing (to optimise
view and to fold the stretched volume
within the borders of the site). A network
of inner and outer streets, walkways and
boardwalks establishes an extensive
transition zone from public to private
space. The outer facade will be
constantly changing because of the
window shutters. The inner facade is
warmer and downscaled.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

As with the winning design, this entry —
though in a different way — makes a
powerful statement in response to the
site. The principle of Stretch 'n Squeeze
not only makes it possible for many of
the housing units to be orientated
towards the surroundings, it also creates
external spaces that are both dynamic
and practical. The well thought-out
concept of housing on the basis of a
modest basic unit that can be expanded,
is interesting and well conceived.

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

The location is suited for a third symbol
to the city of Dordrecht: a built structure
with up to 20 storeys. In the south, the
scale adapts to the existing housing.
The three orientations of the building
each have their characteristics: terraces
on the sloping south facade facing the
river Wantij, views on the park and the
inner city from the west facade and
views on the wide river from the north
facade. The irregular pattern of the
facades is related to the underlying
programmes.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

DORDRECHT: SPECIAL MENTION Urban Resolutions presents a unique,

mountainous form that is both ambitious
I and intriguing - a landmark in the wide

MP 153 Urban R@SOlutlonS expanse of the river Merwede. On the
inside this form creates space for the
access and for the collective functions,
which can be seen as a solution to the
windy Dutch climate. The architecture,
however, is insufficiently elaborated to
merit a prize.

Saskia Simon (NL 1970)
Renske van der Stoep (NL 1974)

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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ENSCHEDE:

MIXED SALAD

Study area:

Intervention area:

8 ha
2.6 ha

DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE:

The "Mixed Salad" intervention area is
situated to the north of the town centre, near
the central station and a short walk away
from all the urban facilities. It is a transition
area between large-scale buildings and
small-scale housing where "nature" and
"urbanity" converge. The intervention area is
bordered by Visserijstraat, Nieuwe
Schoolweg and Molenstraat / centre ring.
The area already has a mix of functions
such as education, the Salvation Army, a
courthouse and a machine factory. A
number of buildings or parts of buildings,
several trees and a cycle connection must
be retained. In height, the area gradually
tapers away to the west. The intervention
area is surrounded by a peaceful villa
neighbourhood, a park, the northern part of
the centre and two high-rise projects (= the
study area).

THE JURY ABOUT ENSCHEDE:

The assignment in Enschede seemed
clear and attractive at first glance: to
make a plan that is both green and
urban and that connects the periphery of
the large-scale town centre with the
smaller—scale residential area in the
north. Yet the majority of the entries
failed to satisfy the high hopes that the
jury had for this site. Fortunately, there
was one convincing winner among the
plans, as well as one entry that qualifies
for a special mention.

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse



Jury's Report Europan 8 entries for the Dutch sites in Alkmaar, Dordrecht, Enschede, Haarlem, Tilburg and Zwolle 11

ENSCHEDE: PRIZE
OC 486 Triade

Robert Verrijt (NL 1979)
Floris Cornelisse (NL 1978)

DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

The plan aims at the simultaneous
crystallisation of ingredients like the
European city, the location, the egg-
shaped nucleus of Enschede, the
cultural axis and the programme.
Paradoxically, de-fragmentation and
coherence are pursued by adding new
fragments. The plan has been derived
from the typology of the industrial
complex, with an encircling wall and a
central court (City Chambre) as a silent
heaven. The architecture is described as
quiet and introverted, but at the same
time present and distinguishable.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

Of the entries for Enschede, Triade is
the only one possessing the integral
qualities worthy of a winner. It is also
straight away a convincing winner
because it unites a number of good
qualities. With an appropriate scale and
a good measure of complexity, it
satisfies the most important
requirements for this site: the design of
the transition from the pronounced
urban town to the looser and
surrounding smaller-scale residential
areas. The design is clear and balanced
and refers to the industrial past in a
charming way. Moreover, it provides a
good basis for enabling other architects
to play a role in the architectural
elaboration. The jury comments that the
plan fails to meet the green urban
context reauirement.

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

The programme is organised in a high
density (80 dwellings per hectare) in a
park-like setting. The variety of sizes
enables a transition from the urban
Molenstraat to the residential area in the
north. The functions are distributed
according to the advantages of the
locations. A grid structure of three
interweaving vertical and horizontal
strips results in large fields as well as
small streets, and in the flexibility to
adept to the adjacent morphologies.
Each strip appears as an independent
zone with its own characteristics.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

ENSCHEDE: SPECIAL MENTION Barbapapa is a surprising plan in which

a mix of cubes of varying dimensions
result in a new type of area. Despite

HI 111 Barbap apa this, the plan does not qualify for a prize
because in important areas, such as the
architecture, it is insufficiently
elaborated. In other words, the proposal
is too schematic. The relaxed strategy
connecting the adjacent areas with each
other does deserve a special mention.
The interesting concept leads to an area
with a powerful identity and an open
character.

Penne Hangelbroek (NL 1970)
Job Floris (NL 1974)

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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HAARLEM:

GONNETSTRAAT

Study area:

6,7 ha
Intervention area: 0,7 + 0,4 ha

DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE:

The study area is divided into two sub-areas
by the railway line. The northern part
comprises the former bulwarks as part of the
Zochers green structure. The southern part
has been the terrain of the Phoenix textile
factory since 1834. In the second half of the
20th century a small-scale business park
developed with the present street pattern.
On the southern side is the green and
spacious Parklaan ending in two school
buildings. The 19" century residential
buildings of Ripperdapark lie to the west. In
Gonnetstraat a cluster of three buildings is
suitable for re-use.

THE JURY ABOUT HAARLEM:

A number of participants were beaten by
the assignment in Haarlem. Few
succeeded in finding an acceptable
solution for this distinct town centre site.
The jury surmise that a number of
designers underestimated the study
area. The fact that it also includes the
Bolwerken on the other side of the
railway line - a different sort of area with
a weak link with the intervention area -
could have led the designers to submit
contrived plans. All the more fortunate
that the jury was able to appoint a
winner, a runner up and a special
mention.

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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HAARLEM: PRIZE
ZT 005 Phoenixhof

Rindert Gerritsma (NL 1967)

DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

The future residents need their own,
identifiable place in a vicinity that is
fragmented by infrastructure. For that
reason the residential area is
introverted, with a block of houses
encompassing a court. The area is
opened up by a route for cyclists and
pedestrians. The HAL building is
preserved as a singular, free-standing
object.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

Modest and respectful — these are the
characteristics of Phoenixhof and that is
also what was called for on this site. In
contrast to a number of other Europan
sites, the area adjacent to the town
centre is not suitable for a boisterous
intervention. The argumentation for an
inwardly-orientated housing block is
presented convincingly. This also
applies to the proposal to reroute
Parklaan. This not only creates space
for the primary schooal, it also does
justice to the urban design of the area.
In a number of aspects, such as the
elevations and the office blocks that are
situated very close together, the plan
requires improvement.

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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HAARLEM: RUNNER-UP
OR 817 Urban Orbits

Francesco Cazzola (IT 1977)

DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

Villa-type offices in the north and high-
density development south of the
railway. The rooftop of the office
complex serves as an elevated platform,
with a pedestrian deck and several
sporting facilities. The light-wells
introvert housing (‘an inhabited wall or
rock, acting as a sound buffer’) is
situated in the east, near the railway.
The dwellings receive light from the
rooftops and voids. Private elevators
from the ‘landscaped ground floor’ give
access to the houses. The second type
is the linear waving housing, with two
different facades: a ‘human scale’ facing
north and a more severe south facade
towards the outer streets.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

Although there are parts about which the
jury is less enthusiastic, the design has
qualities that justify a runner-up prize.
The most important is the uncomplicated
way in which the design follows through
on the existing block structure. In the
elaboration, the western part, with the
school and the construction volume that
encloses an attractive sloping square, is
the most successful. The jury is less
happy with the part of the plan in the
bend of the light rail, in which an
“underworld” is created that does not
appear particularly attractive.

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse



Jury's Report Europan 8 entries for the Dutch sites in Alkmaar, Dordrecht, Enschede, Haarlem, Tilburg and Zwolle 16

DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

Rising buildings mark the railway. The
building heights decrease to connect
with the adjacent housing. The ground
floor touches the ground only for the
entrances and keeps the park open.
Around courts and streets, the loose
structure of buildings is only accessible
for pedestrians. A wall of buildings with
low-noise facades separates the
Gonnetstraat and the railway. In the
west orthogonal buildings with ground
level houses form courts.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

HAARLEM SPEC'AL MENTlON The jury awards a special mention to

Cour for the way in which an existing

H E 420 CO ur fragment from the town centre of
Haarlem — the Begijnhof — is
transformed into a new and refreshing
block type, with a grouping of volumes
that is both loose and compact. The jury
has reservations about the scale on
which this takes place; the idea would
have gained more impact if the
application had not been restricted to
one block.

Ronald Janssen (NL 1968)

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE:

Tilburg is a city with hidden treasures. The
Europan site should be developed into a
hidden treasure for people to live in, in the
western part of the town centre. The study
area directly borders part of the Cityring:
Noordhoekring. This ring road is the traffic
artery that accesses the town centre. The
intervention area forms the southern part of
the study area. The area has two buildings
that are to be retained: one on
Noordhoekring and one on Korte
Schijfstraat. Furthermore, the development
on Noordstraat should be integrated within
the concept. The same applies to the
adjacent development in Fabriekstraat and
Korte Schijfstraat. The rest of the
development need not be retained. The
presence of the fire brigade on the northern
side of the study area necessitates a phased
development of the area. In the mid-term the
fire brigade will be relocated elsewhere in
the city.

THE JURY ABOUT TILBURG:
One of the attractive aspects of the
assignment in Tilburg was that it was so
in keeping with an important feature of
the town: interconnecting areas that are
filled in later than the peripheral

Tl L B U RG . B U RG ER |J PA D development along the existing roads.

. The entries reveal a range of solutions,
most of which emphasise the
exceptional character of this
interconnecting area. The diversity of
opportunities is also expressed in the

selection of the winners and the special
mentions.

Study area: 3 ha
Intervention area: 1,5 ha

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

Like a ribbon, the dwellings at the
perimeter of the site circumscribe a
large communal space: a shepherd'’s
garden. The shape of the ribbon is
adapted to buildings and trees that are
to be preserved. Across from the recent
residential building in the south is an
elongated square. The ribbon contains a
variety of dwellings. The first floor is the
base for the standard apartment. By
extending it to the ground floor, it
becomes a townhouse or a unit for living
and working. Adding a second floor
creates a maisonette or a penthouse.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

TILBURG: WINNER Through the intelligent arrangement of

the ribbon, Circumscribing the

I ihi Shepherd’s Gard dsini
EB 005 Circumscribing the e of e ey i
! , . T
Sh ep h erd S Gard en gﬁfr:aer:a%liisatic())%eglgr?giﬁe ouEt)er edges

also contributes to the force of this
modest and non-dogmatic plan. The
particularisation of the inner area fits in
with the way in which Tilburg tends to
cope with these interconnecting areas
so typical of the town. The relationship
between the private and public area is

Domin |q ue ter Beek (NL 1977) well conceived and the open garden in

the central area is accessed in a logical

Jenny Eklund (SE 1976) manner.
Chris Luth (NL 1975)

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

A counter model to Tilburg’s urban
structure is introduced as a catalyst to
create a stable system of urban density.
A sequence of semi-public spaces will
evoke a rich urban life. The intervention
brings about two transformation steps.
The first is to break open some of the
courts to create interference between
the components. The second is to lift the
smaller units partially off the ground to
create ‘understandable yet complex
spaces’. The diversity of dwelling types
is said to be huge. The variable building
heights enable private outdoor spaces
on the rooftops. The spaces between
the blocks are equipped as communal
square, green yard or wild gardens.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

TILBURG: RUNNER-UP Hoflandscape is a successful

combination of a housing block and a
traditional Dutch courtyard. Like the
SF 111 HOﬂandscape winning design, this plan is also
characterised by the creation of a public
space. Only here the buildings and
space are more interwoven; the
transition between private and public is
more diffuse. The uncomplicated plan
adjusts itself to its surroundings and
provides a good basis for further
elaboration. The proposal lacks
architectural elaboration, however.

Stephanie Tunka (DE 1976)

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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TILBURG: SPECIAL MENTION
MS 124 Hidden Treasures

Asa Backman (SE1967)
Marcel Rahm (CH 1969)
lgor Gottschalk (DE 1975)
Petra Havelska (S| 1983)
Vicky Loh (UK1984)

DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

The plan comprises two scales: larger
architectural interventions for public
programmes and small units for housing
and working. The undulating landscape
replaces the street as the place for
communal living (and to arrive at the
buildings). It is shaped in such a way
that public and private intertwine — for
instance by creating ‘pockets of privacy’.
Housing and small commercial functions
are clustered around semi-public
courtyards. All units have a ‘soft side’ for
entrances or connections.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

With the interesting idea of not
accessing the area by streets but by
means of an undulating landscape,
Hidden Treasures distinguishes itself
from all the other entries for Tilburg. The
“occupation” of the existing buildings
also merits attention. The jury has
strong doubts about the functioning of
the collective space, thus precluding the
entry from a prize.

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

A part of the housing programme is
accommodated in the existing buildings.
As a result a single new building of four
storeys will do. Around this building, a
public forest park can be laid out, with
the maintenance of the formal and
informal routes. The building consists of
two L-shaped volumes, enclosing a
communal courtyard. Inside the building
light shafts enable flexible dwellings with
deep floor plans. The ground floor
dwellings have private gardens. The
apartments on the first and second floor
have ‘pier-balconies’ that protrude up to
sixteen metres.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

TILBURG: SPECIAL MENTION Forestation proposes a striking concept

which, with one block in the middle of
i the site, seems to be the opposite of

TV 888 FO reStatI on both prize winners. The pronounced
protruding balconies are intriguing. The
trees, as an integral component of the
plan, lend added attraction at first sight.
Yet here lies the plan’s vulnerability.
Everything depends on the suggested
density of the trees and on closer
consideration this is not really realistic.
One wonders whether the site is large
enough for what is, in itself, an
exceptional plan.

Andrew Tang (US 1973)
Kristien van Merhaeghe (BE 1976)

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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Z\WOLLE:

WESTENHOLTE NOORD

Study area:
Intervention area:

43 ha

2 ha

DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE:

The study area (yellow contour) is wedged
between Westenholte/Voorsterweg and the
Zwolle-Kampen railway line. It forms a
crucial fulcrum in the direction of the
historical town centre. Here, we find the
remains of the old cultural landscape that
has now lost its function. It has become a
forgotten zone, a kind of no man® land
confined between physical barriers. By re-
routing the road, Westenholte can be
completed in a north-eastern direction, and
this will create space for an urban hub
between Stadshagen and Westenholte,
coupled to a new station. The study area
comprises the zone between the existing
infrastructure; the intervention area forms
the core of this zone, serving as a
transferium for modes of transport and
residential environments. The site is owned
by the municipality, which will speed up its
realisation.

THE JURY ABOUT ZWOLLE:

The jury was not surprised that the site
in Zwolle attracted so few entries. The
assignment was complicated. The
municipality thinks that a new central
area can be developed close by a
contemplated new station, with functions
for which there is no more space in the
town centre (with the exception of retail
outlets). This is the basis for a
programmed and spatial search for
ideas and solutions. Interfaces are
present in the form of the road and ralil
infrastructure, the adjoining (old and
new) neighbourhoods and the
landscape. Fortunately the winner
demonstrates that even with an
uncertain situation such as this, clever
solutions are possible.

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse
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ZWOLLE: PRIZE
RG 001 Crossfader

Fabrice Henniger (DE 1974)
Gabriel Kiderlen (DE 1976)
Helga Schmid (DE 1975)
Rainer Geerdes (DE 1973)

DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN:

Apart from housing, the programme is
concentrated in a strong and identifiable
urban object: an oblong urban platform
that connects (and activates) the very
different residential areas of
Westenholte and Stadshagen. The
three-dimensional framework is filled
with a variety of functions: a railway
station, shops, a car park, et cetera. The
surface serves as a public open-air
podium. As for the housing: the building
volumes ‘fade out’ in individual houses
towards the green spine and the
downgraded Voorsterweg.

JURY ASSESSMENT:

In a situation whereby the programmed
density that the municipality envisages
is by no way certain Crossfader provides
an intelligent basis. The elongated
platform that organises the various
programmes, will remain an attractive
open space even if the density is low,
which in any event will be activated as a
connection between both sides of the
railway. The underlying theme of the
proposal would appear to be that
concentration is the only hope of
success. The proposal for the housing -
which was not the decisive factor for the
jury when awarding the prize - is not
specified as yet, but looks pleasantly
relaxed.

report made by Olof Koekebakker, translation of the most important parts by Sarah-Jane Jaeggi-Woodhouse



